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DETAILED ACTION 



1. Claims 1-4, 6-13, and 15-18 are pending in this office action. 

2. Applicant's arguments, filed November 15, 2005, have been fully considered but 
they are not persuasive. 

Rejections 

3. The text of those sections of 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can be 
found in a prior Office Action. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. Claims 1-4, 6-8, 10-13, and 15-17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Garcia et al. (U.S. Patent No. 5,359,725) in view of Nakashima et al. 
(U.S. Patent No. 5,708,650). 

Regarding claims 1 and 10 , Garcia et al. teaches an information management 
method/apparatus comprising: 

. • Generating protection information for protecting the storage area of a recording 
medium storing a second string of codes recorded by a second coding technique 
from any recording, editing and erasing operations of a first apparatus adapted to 
handle a first string of codes by a first coding technique and refer to the first 
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management data stored in a first management area (col. 2, line 46 through col. 
3, line 10, col. 3, line 21 through col. 5, line 49); 

• Arranging said protection information in the first management data area as one of 
said first management data (col. 4, lines 1-6); and 

• Protecting the storage area of the medium storing said second string of codes 
from any recording, editing and erasing operations of said first apparatus, while 
allowing reproducing operations of said first apparatus (MAC files [first code] are 
allowed to be reproduced while in the MAC computer [first apparatus]), on the 
basis of said protection information when the medium storing said second string 
of codes is operated by said first apparatus (col. 2, line 46 through col. 3, line 10, 
MAC files [first code] and MS-DOS files [second code] are both stored on the 
same medium, when placed in a MAC computer [first apparatus], only the MAC 
files [first code] will be able to be read, while the MS-DOS files [second code] are 
protected from any recording, editing, and erasing operation of the MAC 
computer [first apparatus]). 

Garcia et al. does not teach wherein said protection information indicates that the 
protection mode of the track on the medium is prohibited from rewriting. 

Nakashima et al. teaches wherein said protection information indicates that the 
protection mode of the track on the medium is prohibited from rewriting (fig. 20, 'write- 
protection flag' and col. 3, lines 10-19). 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time the 
invention was made, to have the protection information indicate that the protection 
mode of the track on the medium is prohibited from rewriting, as taught by Nakashima 
et al. . combined with the method/apparatus of Garcia et al. It would have been obvious 
for such modifications because the protection flag allows data to remain on the medium 
for a user-added benefit. Also, rewriting needs to be prohibited because a rewriting 
action on the directory structure will destroy the link between the file name and the 
actual location of the file. 

Regarding claims 2 and 11 , Garcia et al. as modified by Nakashima et al. 
teaches said first apparatus is permitted to reproduce only the part of the first string of 
codes on the basis of said protection information when a single string of codes 
generated by means of both said first coding technique and said second coding 
technique is recorded on said recording medium (see col. 1, lines 23-27 of Garcia et al., 
only the MAC computer [first apparatus] will be able to reproduce the MAC files [first 
code] when both MAC files [first code] and MS-DOS files [second code] are on the 
medium). 

Regarding claims 3 and 12 , Garcia et al. as modified by Nakashima et al. 
teaches said protection information indicates that the area that can be used by said first 
apparatus for recording is made nil in said area on the medium or said area on the 
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medium is made smaller than the allowable area of said first apparatus (see col. 5, lines 
8-29 of Garcia et al.). 

Regarding claims 4 and 13 , Garcia et al. as modified by Nakashima et al. 
teaches said protection information indicates that the storage information of the address 
information indicating the position of the area on the medium that can be used for 
recording by said first apparatus is made equal to nil (see col. 5, lines 8-29 of Garcia et 
al.). 

Regarding claims 6 and 15 . Garcia et al. as modified by Nakashima et al. 
teaches a second management data area that can be referred to only by the second 
apparatus adapted to handle the second string of codes or both the first string of codes 
and the second string of codes is provided on said medium and the first management 
data area arranged in said second management data area except said protection 
information (see col. 1, lines 23-27 of Garcia et al., only the MS-DOS computer [second 
apparatus] will be able to reproduce the MS-DOS files [second code] when both MAC 
files [first code] and MS-DOS files [second code] are on the medium). 

Regarding claims 7 and 16 . Garcia et al. as modified by Nakashima et al. 
teaches said second apparatus is adapted to refer to both said first management data 
area and said second management data area (see col. 2, lines 3-1 1 of Garcia et al., 
both formats [MAC and MS-DOS] are transferred to an MS-DOS formatted drive, a MS- 
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DOS computer [second apparatus] will be able to read both the MAC and DOS 
directories). 

Regarding claims 8 and 17 . Garcia et al. as modified by Nakashima et al. 
teaches said second apparatus is adapted to disregard said first management data area 
and refers to only the second management data area when said protection information 
is arranged in said first management data area (see col. 1 , lines 23-27 of Garcia et al., 
only the MS-DOS computer [second apparatus] will be able to reproduce the MS-DOS 
files [second code] when both MAC files [first code] and MS-DOS files [second code] 
are on the medium). 

Claims 9 and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Garcia et al. (USPN 725) in view of Nakashima et al. (USPN '650), and further in view 
of Takezawa (U.S. Patent No. 5,392,265). 

Regarding claims 9 and 18 . Garcia et al./Nakashima et al. teaches all the 
limitations of claims 1 and 6, and also claims 1 1 , and 15-17, respectively. However, 
Garcia et al./Nakashima et al. does not teach said second apparatus initializes said first 
management data area and allows the medium to be used by said first apparatus for 
recording, editing and erasing when said second string of codes no longer exists on 
said medium. 
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Takezawa teaches said second apparatus initializes said first management data 
area and allows the medium to be used by said first apparatus for recording, editing and 
erasing when said second string of codes no longer exists on said medium (col. 2, lines 
31-43). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time the 
invention was made, to allow recording, editing, and erasing of data after a second 
string of codes no longer exists on a medium, as taught by Takezawa . combined with 
the method/apparatus of Garcia et al./Nakashima et al. It would have been obvious for 
such modifications because this well-known task is common in record management of 
data on an optical medium. When data is added, deleted, or edited, the TOC is 
automatically updated to reflect the changes made. This implies that when a second 
string of codes is deleted, i.e. no longer exists on a medium, the TOC is updated to 
reflect the change, therefore informing the apparatus adapted to the old standards that 
information exists in the old format exclusively. This would allow the first apparatus 
recording, editing, and erasing rights. 

Response to Arguments 

5. Applicant argues: 

a. The rejection of claim 1 does not teach generating protection information 
for protecting the storage area of a recording medium, because the RENAMER 
file doesn't provide protection for the Bernoulli cartridge (page 8, last paragraph). 
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b. The rejection of claim 1 does not teach protecting the storage area of the 
medium storing said second string of codes (page 9, first paragraph). 

c. The dependent claims are allowable based on their dependency of the 
independent claims (page 9, last paragraph). 

Regarding argument (a), examiner disagrees with applicant. The RENAMER file 
does provide protection information for protecting the storage area of the recording 
medium. To demonstrate the protection performed by the RENAMER file, lets first 
consider the case where the RENAMER file was not used correctly, or not used at all. If 
Garcia did not use the RENAMER file correctly or at all, the MAC data stored on the 
disk would be irretrievable by a MAC computer. Thus, the RENAMER file is clearly 
needed to be operable to make both data accessible by both computer formats (DOS 
and MAC). When the disk is placed in a DOS computer, the MAC files are 'protected' 
from being accessed, and vice versa. A single operating system partition (DOS, in this 
case) is used to store two different data types (DOS and HFS) (see col. 1, lines 22-32 of 
Garcia et al.). 

Regarding argument (b), examiner disagrees with applicant. Similar to the 
remarks for argument (a), above, the combination of references teaches protecting the 
storage are of the medium storing said second string of codes. The second string of 
codes can either by the DOS files or the HFS files. This would make the first string of 
codes the opposite of what was chosen to be the second string of codes. For example, 
the first string of codes are the HFS files and the second string of codes are the DOS 
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files. The DOS files are protected from use (reading or writing) by a computer adapted 
to read HFS files, namely a Macintosh computer. The same is true for protecting the 
first string of codes. The HFS files are protected from use (reading or writing) by a 
computer adapted to read DOS files, namely an IBM compatible computer. 

Regarding argument (c), examiner disagrees with applicant. Based on the 
response by examiner to arguments (a) and (b), above, the dependent claims stand as 
rejected. 



Conclusion 

6. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Brandon S. Hoffman whose telephone number is 571- 
272-3863. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8:30 - 5:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Ayaz R. Sheikh can be reached on 571-272-3795. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 





BH 



